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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

incomplete for omitting essential structural cooperative relationships of elements, such 

omission amounting to a gap between the necessary structural connections. See 

MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted structural cooperative relationships are: it is unclear 

what the result will be if the first conditional "if statement (determining if the tabular data 

includes nested tables) results in a false. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bertram, Patent #5,812,131 and Nicolas et al., Patent #6,593,944, hereinafter Nicolas. 

3. With regard to claim 1 , Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the removal 
of the current document formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell elements as 
interpreted individually are greater than a predetermined width. Bertram further 
teaches, in column 3, lines 51-58 and column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2, the 
case of a table with less than one column or less than one row (and empty table). 
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Bertram discusses the adaptation of a display for a small screen (see column 3, lines 
51-55), but doesn't teach tabular data in nested tables, or the removal of tabular data 
from outer tables. Nicolas teaches an electronic system for viewing web page data on a 
small-sized electronic device (see column 2, lines 34-37), similar to that of Bertram, but 
further teaches, nested tables (see column 1 , lines 65-67), and it is implied that that 
formatting could be removed from the outer table based on the teaching of Bertram. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Bertram and Nicolas before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
system reformatting a table for a small display of Bertram to include the ability to have a 
web page formatted into several frames by a parent web page, whereas each frame is a 
separate web page from the rest of the parent web page. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because this is how a typical web page is 
displayed. 

4. With regard to claims 2, 30, and 36, which teach removing tabular data 
formatting comprising: examining columns to determine if more than one column 
contains a form input field, an image exceeding a maximum pixel width allowance, or 
text exceeding a maximum text length. Bertram further teaches in column 3, line 60 
through column 4, line 2, removing tabular formatting to reflow table elements, and in 
column 9, lines 42-54, and in figure 8, columns containing form input fields. Nicolas 
further teaches, in column 1 , lines 58-62, data including image data and text data. 

5. With regard to claims 3, 1 1 , and 20, which teach a maximum pixel width 
allowance of 120 pixels, Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the reformatting of 
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tabular data on the basis of a maximum width allowance. The examiner takes official 
notice that the maximum width allowance could be set to any value including the 120 
pixels as taught by the applicant. 

6. With regard to claims 4, 12, and 21 , which teach a maximum text length 
allowance of 40 characters, Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the 
reformatting of tabular data on the basis of a maximum width allowance. The examiner 
takes official notice that the maximum width allowance could be set to any value 
including the 1 0 characters as taught by the applicant. 

7. With regard to claim 5, which teaches the removal of tabular formatting if more 
that one column in the tabular data contains image data exceeding the maximum pixel 
width allowance, contains a form input field, or contains text data exceeding a maximum 
text length allowance, Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the removal of the 
current document formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell elements as 
interpreted individually are greater than a predetermined width. Bertram further 
teaches, in column 9, lines 42-54, and in figure 8, columns containing form input fields. 
Nicolas further teaches, in column 1, lines 58-62, data including image data and text 
data. 

8. With regard to claim 6, which teaches removing tabular formatting if the tabular 
data exceeds the absolute maximum width allowance, Bertram teaches, in column 10, 
lines 14-33, the removal of the current document formatting if the group of cell elements 
or the cell elements as interpreted individually are greater than a predetermined width. 
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9. With regard to claim 7, which teach a maximum pixel width allowance of 350 
pixels, Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the reformatting of tabular data on 
the basis of a maximum width allowance. The examiner takes official notice that the 
maximum width allowance could be set to any value including the 350 pixels as taught 
by the applicant. 

10. With regard to claims 8, 22, and 37, determining if the tabular data contains 
related images if the tabular data exceeds the absolute maximum width allowance, and 
sizing the related images to fit within the absolute maximum width allowance, Bertram 
teaches in column 3, lines 30-42 and in column 10, lines 33-40 and lines 46-56, the 
reformatting, reflowing, and resizing of text within a table element if the text exceeds 
some maximum width. Given the teachings of Bertram and Nicolas it would be obvious 
to do the same with image data. 

1 1 . With regard to claims 9 and 38, which teach removing the tabular formatting if it 
is determined that tabular data contains only a single row or a single column, Bertram 
teaches in column 3, line 50 through column 4, line 2 the breaking apart of tabular 
portions and reorganization to facilitate the display in a smaller document, but doesn't 
specifically mention removing formatting if the tabular data only contains a single row or 
a single column. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having 
the teachings of Bertram and Nicolas before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify system of removing tabular formatting of Bertram and Nicolas to eliminate the 
tabular formatting of single row or single column tables. One would be motivated to do 
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so because, as stated in Bertram, in column 3, lines 50-58, unnecessary tabular 
formatting in small screen devices is wasteful. 

12. With regard to claim 1 0, which teaches determining if the tabular data contains 
nested tables, and removing tabular formatting for the at least one outer table, Bertram 
further teaches, nested tables (see column 1, lines 65-67), and the removal of tabular 
formatting for outer tables, and it is implied that that formatting could be removed from 
the outer table based on the teaching of Bertram. 

13. With regard to claim 13, Bertram teaches, in column 3, lines 50-54, the displaying 
of web page data in a small screen display, in column 3, lines 34-36, determining if the 
display contains a table, and in column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2, breaking 
apart the tabular portions and reorganizing them to allow for vertical scrolling. Bertram, 
teaches a system of establishing a small screen sensitive display, however, he doesn't 
go into the details, as did Nicolas. Nicolas teaches, in column 1 , line 41 through column 
2, line 15 and column 2, lines 35-37, receiving the display data in a format suitable for 
display in a standard screen size devise and modifying it to be displayed in a device 
with a small display. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teachings of Bertram and Nicolas before him at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of generating small screen displays of Bertram to further 
point out the receiving the display in a first format. One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination because it is likely that Bertram's system would receive its 
display from a system with a large screen format because of most all web pages being 
formatted so. 
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14. With regard to claim 14, which teaches removing the tabular formatting including 
removing one or more HTML table tags from the display data, Nicolas further teaches, 
in column 10, lines 40-54 the use of HTML tags for marking elements. 

15. With regard to claim 15, which teaches display data being a web page, Nicolas 
teaches, in column 2, lines 34-36, the display data being a web page for a small 
electronic device. 

16. With regard to claim 16, which teaches display data being HTML data, Nicolas 
teaches, in column 1, lines 49-64, display data being HTML data. 

17. With regard to claim 17, Bertram teaches, in column 3, lines 50-54, the displaying 
of web page data in a small screen display, in column 3, lines 34-36, determining if the 
display contains a table, and in column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2, breaking 
apart the tabular portions and reorganizing them to allow for vertical scrolling. Bertram, 
teaches a system of establishing a small screen sensitive display, however, he doesn't 
go into the details, as did Nicolas or teach the formatting before sending. Nicolas 
teaches, in column 1, line 41 through column 2, line 15 and column 2, lines 35-37, 
receiving the display data in a format suitable for display in a standard screen size 
devise and modifying it to be displayed in a device with a small display. Nicolas further 
teaches, in column 3, lines 8-14 the information being processed before sending it to 
the small screen device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teachings of Bertram and Nicolas before him at the time the invention was 
made to modify the system of generating small screen displays of Bertram to further 
point out the receiving the display in a first format from the first system. One would 
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have been motivated to make such a combination because it is likely that Bertram's 
system would receive its display from a system with a large screen format. 
18. With regard to claim 18, Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the removal 
of the current document formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell elements as 
interpreted individually are greater than a predetermined width. Bertram further 
teaches, in column 3, lines 51-58 and column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2, the 
breaking apart of tabular portions and reorganization to facilitate the display in a smaller 
document, he doesn't specifically mention removing formatting if the tabular data 
contains less than two columns or less than two rows, but it would have been obvious 
over Bertram and Nicolas to modify system of removing tabular formatting of Bertram 
and Nicolas to eliminate the tabular formatting of tabular data containing less than two 
columns or less than two rows. One would be motivated to do so because as stated in 
Bertram, in column 3, lines 50-58, unnecessary tabular formatting in small screen 
devices is wasteful. With further regard to claim 18, Bertram discusses the adaptation 
of a display for a small screen (see column 3, lines 51 -55), but doesn't teach tabular 
data in nested tables, or the removal of tabular data from outer tables. Nicolas teaches 
an electronic system for viewing web page data on a small-sized electronic device (see 
column 2, lines 34-37), similar to that of Bertram, but further teaches, nested tables (see 
column 1 , lines 65-67), and it is implied that that formatting could be removed from the 
outer table based on the teaching of Bertram. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Bertram and Nicolas before him at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system reformatting a table for a small 
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display of Bertram to include the ability to have a web page formatted into several 
frames by a parent web page, whereas each frame is a separate web page from the 
rest of the parent web page. One would have been motivated to make such a 
combination because this is how a typical web page is displayed. 

20. With regard to claim 1 9, Which teaches column indicators configured to indicate 
that a column in the tabular data exceeds the predetermined maximum column width if: 
the column contains image data exceeding a maximum pixel width allowance, the 
column contains a form input field* and the column contains text data exceeding a 
maximum text length allowance. Bertram further teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, 
indication being given when there is an inability to display the entire width of a table, 
and in column 9, lines 42-54, and in figure 8, columns containing form input fields. 
Nicolas further teaches, in column 1 , lines 58-62, data including image data and text 
data. 

21 . With regard to claim 23, Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the removal 
of the current document formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell elements as 
interpreted individually are greater than a predetermined width. Bertram further teaches 
in column 3, line 60 through column 4, line 2, a processor for generating a new display 
format. Bertram further teaches in column 9, lines 8-42 the communication between the 
processor and the memories of the systems in the exchange of data. Bertram 
discusses the adaptation of a display for a small screen (see column 3, lines 51-55), but 
doesn't specifically point out that the display was originally formatted for a large screen. 
Nicolas teaches an electronic system for viewing web page data on a small-sized 
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electronic device (see column 2, lines 34-37 and column 1 , lines 41-67), similar to that 
of Bertram, but further teaches, that the display was generated from a standard-sized 
electronic display. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having 
the teachings of Bertram and Nicolas before him at the time the invention was made to 
modify the system reformatting a table for a small display of Bertram to specify that the 
display was originally formatted for a standard sized display. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because this is how a typical web page is 
displayed. 

22. With regard to claim 24, which teaches removing formatting if the tabular data 
contains less than two columns or less than two rows, Bertram further teaches, in 
column 3, lines 51-58 and column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2, the breaking apart 
of tabular portions and reorganization to facilitate the display in a smaller document, he 
doesn't specifically mention removing formatting if the tabular data contains less than 
two columns or less than two rows, he does however state in the referenced section, 
that the user can't afford unnecessary tabular formatting, it therefor would have been 
obvious over Bertram and Nicolas to modify system of removing tabular formatting of 
Bertram and Nicolas to eliminate the tabular formatting of tabular data containing less 
than two columns or less than two rows. 

23. With regard to claim 25, which teaches removing tabular formatting if the tabular 
data indicates a horizontal display length exceeding and absolute maximum width, 
Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the removal of the current document 
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formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell elements as interpreted individually 
are greater than a predetermined width. 

24. With regard to claim 26, which teaches removing tabular formatting if the tabular 
data contains more than one column exceeding a predetermined maximum column 
width, Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the removal of the current document 
formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell elements as interpreted individually 
are greater than a predetermined width. 

25. With regard to claim 27, which teaches determining if the tabular data includes 
nested tables, wherein the nested tables include an inner table and outer tables, Nicolas 
teaches, a web page formatted into several frames by a parent web page, whereas 
each frame is a separate web page from the rest of the parent web pages, i.e.: nested 
tables (see column 1, lines 65-67). Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the 

" removing of formatting from these tables. 

26. With regard to claim 28, which teaches determining if the tabular data includes 
nested tables, wherein the nested tables include an inner table and outer tables, Nicolas 
teaches, a web page formatted into several frames by a parent web page, whereas 
each frame is a separate web page from the rest of the parent web pages, i.e.: nested 
tables (see column 1, lines 65-67). Bertram further teaches, in column 3, lines 51-58 
and column 3, line 65 through column 4, line 2, the case of a table with less than one 
column or less than one row (and empty table). 

27. With regard to claim 29, which teaches determining if the tabular data includes 
nested tables, wherein the nested tables include an inner table and outer tables, Nicolas 
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teaches, a web page formatted into several frames by a parent web page, whereas 
each frame is a separate web page from the rest of the parent web pages, i.e.: nested 
tables (see column 1, lines 65-67). Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the 
removal of the current document formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell 
elements as interpreted individually are greater than a predetermined width. 

28. With regard to claim 31 , which teaches determining if the tabular data includes 
nested tables, wherein the nested tables include an inner table and outer tables, Nicolas 
teaches, a web page formatted into several frames by a parent web page, whereas 
each frame is a separate web page from the rest of the parent web pages, i.e.: nested 
tables (see column 1, lines 65-67). Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the 
removal of the current document formatting if the group of cell elements or the cell 
elements as interpreted individually are greater than a predetermined width. 

29. With regard to claim 32, which teaches determining if the tabular data includes 
nested tables, wherein the nested tables include an inner table and outer tables, Nicolas 
teaches, a web page formatted into several frames by a parent web page, whereas 
each frame is a separate web page from the rest of the parent web pages, i.e.: nested 
tables (see column 1, lines 65-67). Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the 
removing of formatting from these tables. 

30. With regard to claim 33, which teaches determining if the tabular data includes 
nested tables, wherein the nested tables include an inner table and outer tables, Nicolas 
teaches, a web page formatted into several frames by a parent web page, whereas 
each frame is a separate web page from the rest of the parent web pages, i.e.: nested 
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tables (see column 1 , lines 65-67). Bertram teaches, in column 10, lines 14-33, the 
removing of formatting from tables based on the width exceeding some maximum value. 

31 . With regard to claim 34, which teaches removing tabular formatting if column in 
the tabular data contain at least one form input field, Bertram teaches, in column 10, 
lines 14-33, the removing of formatting from tables based on the width exceeding some 
maximum value and in column 9, lines 42-54, and in figure 8, columns containing form 
input fields. * 

32. With regard to claim 35, which teaches removing tabular formatting if column in 
the tabular data contain text data exceeding a maximum length, Bertram teaches, in 
column 10, lines 14-33, the removing of formatting from tables based on the width 
exceeding some maximum value, and further teaches, in figure 10, fields containing 
text. 

Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1 .1 1 1(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach systems for adapting a table for display on a small screen device. 

34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis G Bonshock whose telephone number is (703) 
305-4668. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 
p.m. 
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35. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-3116. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

36. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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